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If the food in the world was evenly distributed, it is said, there would be no famine anywhere. The grim
reality of our world, however, is that, owing to food globalization, persistent famine continues to be a feature of
our times.
Although globalization generally conceptualizes a movement of capital, technology, goods, information,
culture, and so on, across national borders, without any restrictions or hindrance, the bright as well as the
gloomy aspects of this phenomenon should be subjected to critical evaluation. For example, on the bright side of
globalization, it can be cited that unfettered exportation of food has made it possible for all manner of food and
drink to grace dining tables anywhere on earth. In other words, ideally, anybody with the money can import any
food irrespective of where one is based.
On the other hand the unfettered economic activity made possible by globalization, has also brought about
environmental destruction, developmental problems, public health problems, and so on. These are clearly
negative consequences of globalization. A social environment where by the haves can gorge themselves to their
hearts desires while the have-nots endure pain and exploitation, with no hope of abatement, has been created.
Governments of poor countries faced with declining revenue are forced to export food, in order to earn
foreign exchange, rather than prioritizing internal food security and self-sufficiency. This, in turn, causes food
shortages, and, subsequently, dietary deficiencies and malnutrition. This is a particularly serious problem in
Africa, where people are dying while donor government and agencies commit financial resources to research
and interminable evaluation projects, for they believe they cannot act before they have adequately evaluated the
situation.
Aid involving food is often categorized as humanitarian aid. This is often a misnomer, because it imparts an
image of emergency operations. In reality this aid is only dispensed after the governments and agencies of both
the donor and the recipient countries have well considered and weighed the benefits accruing from the aid. The
people whom the aid is, putatively, meant to offer succour, are not factored in the equation.
In this paper, I will examine the debate that ranged during the UN Conference on Sustainable Development,
in Johannesburg, South Africa, in the summer of 2002, about US ’humanitarian’ food aid to southern African
countries, which were threatened by famine. This debate significantly differs from previous debates in that part
of the food aid that America had packed and shipped to Durban, South Africa, intending to give it to African
countries, was rejected on the grounds that it contained genetically engineered grain. This is an unprecedented
opposition to the genetically engineered project that is touted as the solution to the persisting food deficiency
problem in developing countries-the Collaborative Agricultural Biotechnology Initiative.
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